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Sir: 



REMARKS 



Request for Reconsideration, Informal Matters, Claims Pending 



The instant Request has been filed contemporaneously with a 
Notice of Appeal filed under 37 CFR 4131 in response to the final Office 
Action mailed on 18 August 2005. No amendments have been filed under 37 
CFR 1.116. Reconsideration of the claimed invention in view of the discussion 
below is respectfully requested. 

Claims 4-6, 11-14, and 16-20 were indicated as being allowable. 

Claims 1-20 are pending. 
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AUowability of Claims Over Kuo 

Rejection Summary 

Claims 1-3, 7-10 and 15 stand rejected tinder 35 USC 102(e) as 
being unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 6,504,827 (Kuo). Office Action, 18 
August 2005. 

Allowability of Claim 1 

The passages of Kuo referenced by the Examiner do not support 
the rejection of Claim 1. At col. 1, lines 32-57, Kuo discusses a discontinuous 
data transmission technique wherein the base station transmits in a frame, f 
(on a control channel) a flag (bit) indicating that it has data to transmit in some 
future frame, f + q. At col. 3, line 64 - col. 4, line 15, Kuo discusses use of the 
forward dedicated channel in a CDMA network to transmit the flag. For the 
uplink, the base station in Kuo determines when to allow transmission by the 
mobile terminal and then sends a positive reverse flag to the mobile terminal. 
The reverse flag indicates when the base station is ready to receive data from 
the mobile. Kuo, col. 5, line 59 - col. 6, line 9. 

Kuo does not discuss determining whether a mobile terminal has 
"... discontinued transmission...." The sending of a flag in Kuo merely 
indicates when data will be sent; it is not the same as "... extending the 
channel allocation to the wireless communications device after determining 
that the wireless communications device discontinued transmission". Kuo 
sends the flag after determining when data may be sent, not after determining 
that the wireless communications device has discontinued transmission , Kuo 
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also fails to terminate a "... channel allocation if the channel allocation is not 
extended." Claim 1 is thus patentably distinguished over Kuo. 

Allowability of Claim 2 

The flag in Kuo merely indicates when (future frame) data will be 
sent. Kuo makes no reference to transmitting transmission rate control 
information to the wireless communications device to which the channel has 
been allocated while the wireless communications device transmits on the 
allocated channel." Kuo also fails to disclose extending a channel allocation 
"... using the transmission rate control information after deterrnining that the 
wireless communications device discontinued transmission." Claim 2 is thus 
further patentably distinguished over Kuo. 

Allowability of Claim 7 

Kuo does not disclose determining whether the mobile terminal 
has discontinued transmission "... by monitoring a data control channel on 
which the wireless communications device transmits. Kuo also does not 
disclose determining whether to maintain a channel allocation based on 
deterrnining that mobile transmission has discontinued. Claim 7 is thus 
further patentably distinguished over Kuo. 

Allowability of Claim 10 

The passages of Kuo referenced by the Examiner do not support 
the rejection of Claim 10. At col. 1, lines 32-57, Kuo generally discusses a 
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discontinuous data transmission technique wherein the base station transmits 
in a frame, f, on a control channel, a flag (bit) indicating that it has data to 
transmit in some future frame, f + q. At coL 3, line 64 - coL 4, line 15, Kuo 
discusses use of the forward dedicated channel in a CDMA network to 
transmit the flag. For the uplink, the base station in Kuo determines when to 
allow transmission by the mobile terminal and then sends a positive reverse 
flag to the mobile terminal. The reverse flag indicates when the base station is 
ready to receive data from the mobile. Kuo, coL 5, line 59 - col. 6, line 9. 

Kuo does not disclose or discuss "... determining whether a 
mobile terminal has discontinued transmission on an allocated channel." The 
flag in Kuo is unrelated to rate information. Kuo sends the flag after 
determining when data may be sent, not after determining that the wireless 
communications device has discontinued transmission on an allocated 
channel. The flag in Kuo does not indicate to the wireless communications 
device "... whether the channel allocation to the wireless communications 
device is extended." The sending of a flag in Kuo merely indicates when data 
will be sent. Claim 10 is thus patentably distinguished over Kuo. 

Allowability of Claim 15 

The passages of Kuo referenced by the Examiner do not support 
the rejection of Claim 15. At col. 1, lines 32-57, Kuo generally discusses a 
discontinuous data transmission technique wherein the base station transmits 
in a frame, f, on a control channel, a flag (bit) indicating that it has data to 
transmit in some future frame, f + q. At col. 3, line 64 - coL 4, line 15, Kuo 
discusses use of the forward dedicated channel in a CDMA network to 
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transmit the flag. For the uplink, the base station in Kuo determines when to 
allow transmission by the mobile terminal and then sends a positive reverse 
flag to the mobile terminal. The reverse flag indicates when the base station is 
ready to receive data from the mobile. Kuo, coL 5, line 59 - coL 6, line 9. 

Kuo does not disclose or discuss receiving transmission rate 
control information after terminating the transmission.../' The flag in Kuo is 
unrelated to rate information. The sending of a flag in Kuo indicates when 
data will be sent. Also, the mobile terminal in Kuo does not interpret "... the 
transmission rate control information received after terminating the 
transmission on the allocated channel as an indication that the channel 
allocation has been extended beyond the time during which the transmission 
was teirninated." Claim 15 is thus patentably distinguished over Kuo. 

Prayer For Relief 

In view of the discussion above, the Claims of the present 
application are in condition for allowance. Kindly withdraw any rejections 
and objections and allow this application to issue as a United States Patent 
without further delay. 

^^•^KespecUft^lfy submitted, 



Motorola, Inc. 

Intellectual Property Dept. (RKB) 
600 North U.S. Highway 45, AN475 

LlBERTYVILLE, ILLINOIS 60048 
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